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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 



1 . Claims 1-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. As to claim 1, the limitation "the network" recited in line 10 of the claim has 
insufficient antecedent basis. In addition, the phrase "users who have not" recited 
in line 14 is awkward. 

b. As to claims 2-9, the phrase "A method" in line 1 of each of the claims 
creates confusion as to whether or not the dependent claims are modifying the 
method of claim 1 . 

c. As to claims 2 and 3, the limitation "the second isolating identifier" recited 
in lines 4-5 of claim 2 and line 2 of claim 3 has insufficient antecedent basis. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

d. As to claims 4 and 5, it is unclear if "a user-related recording" in the claims 
refers to either one of the user-related recordings in claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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3. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 1 : 

a. It is unclear from the claim language what the phrase "as a function of an 
identifier of the content provider" (claim 1 , lines 7-8) is referring. Does the 
function refer to accessing the recording or a description of the behavior or the 
gateway itself? 

b. It is not clear how the service provider provides a first user identifier to the 
gateway when the user sends a request to the content provider. It appears that 
the user-related recording is accessed twice, the first time through a first user 
identifier and the second time through a second isolating identifier (claim 1, lines 
9-12 and lines 15-18). It is not clear why the same recording is accessed at two 
different times and in two different ways. 

c. What entity supplies the second isolating user identifier and how does the 
gateway receive it? 

d. The gateway comprises a default recording, but it has no apparent utility in 
the steps of the method of claim 1 . 

e. It is unclear from the claim language what type of recording the user- 
related recording is. Is it audio or visual or audio/visual or is it a recording of text 
that is displayed for the user. 
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f. It is unclear how the user accesses the gateway. There is no mention of 
any kind of access device for the user to contact the content provider. 

g. The user-related recording is accessed by the gateway, but it is unclear if 
the recording is played to the user. 

As to claim 2, it is not clear how the recording associates the first user identifier 
with at least one content provider identifier. It is additionally unclear what is meant by "a 
nature for the second isolating identifier" (claim 2, lines 4-5). 

As to claim 3, it is not clear how the nature of the second isolating identifier is 
chosen and what entity makes the selection. The second isolating user identification is 
used in claim 1 . Does choosing the nature of the second isolating user identification 
change the second isolating user identification or modify it in some way from its form in 
claim 1? . 

As to claim 4, it is not clear how the recording associates the first user identifier 
with at least one content provider identifier. 

As to claim 5, it appears that the limitations of the claim contradict the limitations 
of claim 1. Specifically, claim 1 recites "a user-related recording that includes a 
description of the behavior that the user wishes the gateway to adopt" (claim 1 , lines 5- 
7); while the present claim recites, "a user-related recording comprises a description of 
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a default behavior for the gateway" (claim 5, lines 2-3). Does the recording include at 
least two behaviors or are there two different user-related recordings? 

As to claim 6, is rejected based upon it's dependency from a rejected base claim. 

As to claim 7, it appears that user must connect to the user database and must 
update the recording every time the user sends a request to the content provider. 

As to claim 8, it is unclear at what point the user-related recording is recorded. 

As to claim 9, the limitations recited in the claims are not method steps and are 
ambiguous as to whether any actions are executed. It is further unclear how the 
limitations modify the method steps of the parent claim. In addition, it is not clear why a 
default behavior would have to be explicitly be unlocked by the user. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent 
No. 7,1 16,789 to Layton et al. (hereinafter Layton). 

As to claim 1 as best understood, Layton teaches: 

a. The gateway has means to access a user-related recording that includes 
a description of the behavior that the user wishes the gateway to adopt, as a 
function of the content provider (Layton, column 4, lines 32-46 and column 8, 
lines 33-43). 

b. The gateway accesses the user-related recording through a first user 
identifier automatically known on the network and provided by the service 
provider, when the user sends a request to the content provider (Layton, column 
8, lines 33-43). 

c. The gateway comprises a default recording related to all the users who 
have not a user-related recording (Layton, column 3, line 52-column 4, line 4), 

d. The gateway accesses the user-related recording through a second 
isolating user identifier (credit card number), during the reception of a request, 
concerning the user, for service on the part of the content provider (Layton, 
column 8, lines 33-43). 

e. The gateway has means to link the first and second identifiers (Layton, 
column 8, lines 33-43). 
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As to claim 2 as best understood, Layton teaches a user-related recording 
associates the first user identifier with at least one content provider identifier, a content 
provider identifier being associated with a nature for the second isolating identifier to be 
given to the content provider when the service provider relays a request from the user to 
the content provider (Layton, column 8, lines 33-43 and column 9, line 45-column 10, 
line 5). 

As to claim 3 as best understood, Layton teaches the nature of the second 
isolating identifier is chosen from among at least the group formed by temporary, 
permanent or personalized identifiers (personalized as in a credit card) (Layton, column 
8, lines 33-43 and column 9, line 45-column 10, line 5). 

As to claim 4 as best understood, Layton teaches a user-related recording 
associates the first user identifier with at least one content provider identifier, a content 
provider identifier being associated with at least one service that the service provider is 
then authorized to place at the disposal of the content provider (business transaction) 
(Layton, column 8, lines 33-43 and column 9, line 45-column 10, line 5). 

As to claim 5 as best understood, Layton teaches a user-related recording 
comprises a description of a default behavior for the gateway, the default behavior 
being adopted by the gateway when it is no longer possible to associate the user with a 
content provider (Layton, column 11, line 64-column 12, line 15). 
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As to claim 6 as best understood, Layton teaches the user-related recording is 
recorded in a user database interrogated by the gateway (Layton, column 4, lines 32- 
43). 

As to claim 7 as best understood, Layton teaches the user is connected to the 
user database to updatiB the recording concerning him (Layton, column 8, lines 33-34 
and column 10, lines 44-50). 

As to claim 8 as best understood, Layton teaches the user-related recording is 
recorded in a terminal of the user, the gateway interrogating this terminal to obtain the 
user-related recording (Layton, column 8, lines 33-34 and column 10, lines 44-50). 

As to claim 9 as best understood, Layton teaches a default behavior of the 
gateway is locked by a lock that has to be opened explicitly by the user (portals are 
enabled as the user walks past them and they play the default behavior, advertisements 
and enticements, to the user) (Layton, column 11, line 64-column 12, line 15). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William S. Powers whose telephone number is 751 272 
8573. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f 7:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571 272 381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




William S. Powers 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2134 




